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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 



I. Claims 1, 6-9, 13, 15, 20-23 and 257-27 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Marbry et al (U.S. Patent No. 5,692,1 1 1 ). 



1. Claims 1,9, 15,23 

• Marbry discloses in column 3, lines 18-21 that a user wants to print a document 
and a list of printers is received (i.e. transmitting a query and identifying at 
least one printer) 

• One can also see in Fig. 2a and 2b a list of available printers. 

• Column 3, lines 28-35 discloses that a printer driver can be copied to a local 
location to the workstation (which can obviously be the hard drive of the 
workstation) from the server. 

• The Examiner does see that claim 23 is directed more to the server side of the 
client-server network. However, the since driver request is transferred from the 
client to the server and a driver can be sent back to the client, the server would 
inherently contain code to process the querying and sending of the driver on the 
server side. 



2. 
3. 



Claims 6, 20 and 25 



Again, one can also see in Fig. 2a and 2b of Marbry a list of available printers. 



Claims 7,13, 21, and 26 
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• One can see in Fig. 2a and 2b of Marbry that there are various network servers 
(such as Lin2 - column 3, lines 24-26) which are listed. The name of the server 
is essentially a nameplate for a network address or IP address (i.e. similar to how 
websites such as google.com or Microsoft.com are associated with an IP 
address). 

• Claim 1 3 is a essentially a combination of claims 6 and 7 



4. Claims 8 and 22 

• One can see in Fig. 2b of Marbry that a printer "hp" can be selected to be used. 



5. Claim 27 

• As explained in column 3, lines 22-24, the list of printers is shown in a network 
neighborhood window. The list of available printers/server is shown because the 
client computer is polling the attached network printers/servers. One can see in 
Fig. 2a and 2b of Marbry that at least one printer is identified. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

II. Claims 2, 3, 10, 16 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Marbry et al (U.S. Patent No. 5,692,1 1 1) in view of Weinberger et al 



(U.S. Patent No. 5,644,682). 
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6. Claims 2, 10, and 16 

• Marbry discloses in column 3, lines 54-57 that an application requests a print to a 
specific printer. However, Marbry does not disclose the use of a generic print 
driver. The secondary reference, Weinberger, discloses in Fig. 2 and column 4, 
lines 1-5 that their personal computer has a Universal Print Driver Dynamic Link 
Library (i.e. general print driver) 

• Again, Marbry discloses the ability to choose printers in Figs. 2a and 2b. Also, 
column 3, lines 54-56 that an application is run to print to a networked printer. 
One skilled in the art knows that Windows applications give users the ability to 
choose a printer to print to, and thus would be obvious to launch an application 
(i.e print agent) to transmit the query for the identification of at least one printer 
(which can simply be downloading a driver for the printer). 



7. Claims 3 and 17 

• Although not explicitly disclosed, PostScript is a well-known form of a general 
print driver and would be obvious to one of ordinary skill to use it. 



III. , Claims 4, 5, 11, 12, 18, 19 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Marbry et al (U.S. Patent No. 5,692,1 11) in view of Weinberger et al 
(U.S. Patent No. 5,644,682) and further in view of Gase (U.S. Patent No. 5,580,177). 



8. Claims 4, 11, 18 and 24 

• Marbry does not explicitly disclose the overwriting of a generic printer driver. As 
mentioned above, Weinberger discloses the use of a generic driver for printing. 
The tertiary reference, Gase, discloses in column 4, lines 17-23 the ability to 
overwrite a printer driver with a newer one. One would understand that the new 
printer driver would be used to process/convert data to be printed. The printer 
driver would read on as a printer description file. 



9. Claims 5, 12 and 19 

• As for the temporary overwriting of the driver, the Windows XP operating system 
already has a built in feature to allow the rollback of an updated driver to an older 
one if the new one is deemed to be incompatible. Please note that windows XP 
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was officially released on October 25, 2001 but a test version of it was available 
a few months earlier (http://www.microsoft.com/presspass/press/2001/iul01/07- 
02releasecandidatepr.mspx ). Also an explanation of the rollback driver feature of 
XP can be found on ( www, m i crosoft.com/windowsxp/usinq/ 
helpandsupport/learnmore/russel iulv09.mspx ). Both of these web pages were 
created before the filing date of this application. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Yixing Qin whose telephone number is (571 )272-7381 . 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:30-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Edward Coles can be reached on (571)272-7402. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Conclusion 
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